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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendments 

1 . This Action is in response to an Amendment filed on November 2, 201 0. Claims 

1 , and 27-29 have been amended. Claims 9 and 25 have been cancelled. Claims 1-3, 
5-8, 10-24, and 26-29 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 11/2/10 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicants are arguing in substance the following: 

Arguments to Claim 1: 

a) The prior art reference- Peck, does not teach "automatically enforcing, via a 
wizard at the information device, user compliance with a plurality of predetermined 
steps for a computer-assisted configuration of the network interface device, the 
computer-assisted configuration relating to an OSI transport layer or above". 

b) The prior art reference- Peck, does not teach "any description or suggestion of 
what protocol they are using to exchange information". 

c) The prior art reference- Peck, does not teach "logical position of the network 
interface device relative to the programmable logic controller" 
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Response to arguments of Claim 1: 

As to point a: The argument has been considered but is not persuasive. In 
Figure 1 and [0084], Peck uses an Internet network connection to perform configuration 
of a PLC device. The statement "The computer-assisted configuration relating to an OSI 
transport layer or above" is misleading in the sense that it is unclear if the applicants are 
disclosing the computer-assisted configuration uses an OSI transport layer or above or 
if the computer-assisted configuration js an OSI transport layer or above. The preceding 
method is disclosed of using an OSI transport layer or above is disclosed with the use of 
the Internet connection that is well known to use TCP/IP. 

As to point b: The argument has been considered but is not persuasive. This 
feature is not described or stated in the claim limitations and therefore will not be 
addressed. 

As to point c: The argument has been considered but is not persuasive. In 
paragraph [0157], Peck discloses configuration of a measurement device by using the 
IP address of the measurement device, wherein the measurement device may be a 
programmable logic device [0006]. 

As to any claims not specifically discussed, the applicants argued that it was 
patentable for one of the reasons discussed above. Please see response to above 
arguments for unspecified discussions. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 1 -3, 7-8, 11-13, and 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(a) as being 
anticipated by Peck et al. (US 2003/0036875 A1). 

With respect to claim 1, Peck discloses a method for configuring a network 
interface device from an information device communicating with the network interface 
device via a network ([0156]-[0157], measurement device configuration using client 
computer system), the network interface device adaptable to connect a programmable 
logic controller to a network ([0135]): 

• automatically enforcing, via a wizard at the information device, user 
compliance with a plurality of predetermined steps for a computer-assisted 
configuration of the network interface device, the computer-assisted 
configuration relating to an OSI transport layer or above ([0165]-[0167], 
measurement task wizard for configuring measurement device from a 
client computer system) 

• providing at least one setting to the network interface device from the 
information device via the network ([01 66]) 
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• receiving a setting of a logical position of the network interface device 
relative to the programmable logic controller ([01 57], using IP address for 
registering to remote devices). 

With respect to claim 2, Peck discloses requesting, from a user, the at least 
one setting for the network interface device ([0166]) 

With respect to claim 3, Peck discloses receiving the at least one setting for the 
network interface device ([0166]) 

With respect to claim 7, Peck discloses determining the at least one setting for 
the network interface device ([0166]) 

With respect to claim 8, Peck discloses configuring the network interface device 
with the at least one setting ([0166]) 

With respect to claim 11, Peck discloses verifying the at least one setting for 
the network interface device ([0166]) 

With respect to claim 12, Peck discloses wherein the network interface device 
is adaptable to communicatively couple the programmable logic controller to an 
Ethernet network ([0112]) 

With respect to claim 13, Peck discloses wherein the network interface device 
is adaptable to communicatively couple the programmable logic controller to the Internet 
([0135]) 
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With respect to claims 27-29, the limitations of claims 27-29 are similar to the 
limitations of claim 1 . Therefore, the claims are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 
above. Please see rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 5-6 and 1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Peck et al. (US 2003/0036875 A1), in view of Mattson et al. (5,983,269). 

With respect to claim 5, Peck does not explicitly disclose receiving a count of 
network connections for the network interface device 

However, Mattson discloses receiving a count of network connections for the 
network interface device (Figure 8) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peck with the teachings of 
Mattson to provide a count of network connections, because it will allow for topological 
information regarding the network and the device to be obtained. 
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With respect to claim 6, Peck does not explicitly disclose receiving a type for at 
least one network connection to the network interface device 

However, Mattson discloses receiving a type for at least one network connection 
to the network interface device (Figure 8) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peck with the teachings of 
Mattson to provide a type of network connections, because it will allow for topological 
information regarding the network and the device to be obtained. 

With respect to claim 10, Peck does not explicitly disclose receiving a Q- 
address used by an input/output module attached to the programmable logic controller, 
the input/output module further couplable to the network interface device. 

However, Mattson discloses receiving a Q-address used by an input/output 
module attached to the programmable logic controller, the input/output module further 
couplable to the network interface device (Col. 2, lines 51-62, element addresses) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peck with the teachings of 
Mattson to receive addresses regarding an input/output module, because it will allow 
for topological information to be obtained. 

7. Claims 14-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peck et al. (US 2003/0036875 A1 ), in view of Gauthier et al. (US 6,502,234 B1 ). 
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With respect to claims 14-25, Peck does not explicitly disclose the 
predetermined steps are adaptable for the functions listed. 

However, the word "adaptable", in its ordinary meaning, is defined as "capable of 
being" or "able to adjust". The plurality of predetermined steps of these claims are 
capable of being or able to adjust using the wizard program that is user defined, 
wherein, the wizard program found in Gauthier teaches customizing the program to 
carry out any steps desired by the user (Col. 2, lines 45-56 and Col. 15, lines 25-35) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peck with the teachings of 
Gauthier to provide a wizard for customized functions, because it will allow for users to 
define the wizard capabilities for configuring a device. 

With respect to claim 26, Peck does not explicitly disclose said plurality of 
predetermined steps comprises a help utility 

However, Gauthier discloses wherein said plurality of predetermined steps 
comprises a help utility (Col. 2, lines 45-56) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peck with the teachings of 
Gauthier to provide help utility, because it will allow for users to receive assistance with 
customization of the wizard. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Esther Benoit whose telephone number is 571 -270- 
3807. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday between 7:30 
a.m and 5 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Krista M. Zele can be reached on 571-272-7288. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

E.B. 

December 28, 2010 



/Krista M. Zele/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2453 



